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North Las Vegas, Nevada, 89036-0307

JUL 09 2001

Dear Dr, Summerson:

IESTAR foundation is extremely oppused Lo the selection of the Yucca Mquntain,-Nﬁvada site for
development as a permanent repository for high-level nuclear wast.2. We be:heve that the DOE 9armat _
guarantee the safety of this facility and that groundwater problems are not givern adequate attention by
the EIS. Furthermore, we feel strongly that the location of Yucca !Mountain in an area with potential for'
such draniatic seismic activity is 1udicro£| S : - .

The Yicca Mountain! Project, if approved, would launch an unpre: r:dentefd nuclear tranq&portationﬁ _
scheme, with 77,000 tons of high-level radioactive waste shipmenis passing through 43 states, within
half a mile of 50 millioh Americans.

|Tc belicve that DOE is rushing to recommend Yuceca Mountain for development as a nuclear

' repository, with many concerns remaining about the suitability of ite itself] [in addition, many issues
reiated to the large scale transporiation of high-level waste througl our state have not been addres_sed_
Approximately 11,000 comments - more than half related to transjortation concemns - were submitted on
the Draft Environmeirtal Impact Statement for the Yieca Mountai's Project, but the DOE has yel o
respond. | : - : ' : -

| Transpérting high-level nuclear waste is inhcrontly dangerous bec:use it elevates the risk of radiological
release and disperses this risk along transportation routes where 0iir emergency response personnel may
lack the training and equipment necessary to respond effectively t) a radiclogical accident. | Yet the

. Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Yucca Mountain Project deals inadequately with the
transportation scenario. Fot example[ the DOE bas not specified 1which routes would be used for Yucca
Mountain shipments:or whether the waste would travel by train or by truck, and has not identified a |
¢lear process for making these decisions| [The canistexs that woulil be used to transport nuclear waste to
Yucca Mountain have not been subjected to physical testing, and omputer models rely on outdated
‘testing parametes [Onanswered questions remain about the risk c.f sabotage and liability in the case of
an a_ccniﬁﬂ ven without an accident, nuciear waste transportation canisters routinely emit the
equivalent of ane chest x«ray per hour of harmfirl radiatién' [A1s0; propetty values have been shown to
decline along nuclear wasté shipment routes - - ' ' |

1
{

We urge youto \yithholq support for the Yucca Mountain repositcry propoéal until these concerns have
been addressed and the feasibility of transporting nuclear waste to Nevada has been adequately assessed.

- Sincerely, - o
Scott Culleu ' :
Counsel
. : 66 NEWTOWN Lawg Suu’E‘.’i
' P.O.Box 4206 EasT Hamrron, NY 11937

. Pronz: 631-324-0655  Fax: 631-324-2203 . :
' www.noradiation.org : ' F l
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